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OPINION

Juan Perez W alker, the petitioner, appeals pursuant to Rule 3 of the

Tennessee Rules of Crim inal Procedure from the trial court's d ismissal of h is petition

for post-conviction relief.  He contends that the trial court erred in finding that his

attorney had provided effective assistance of counsel and that he knowingly and

voluntarily entered his guilty plea.

In post-conviction proceedings, the petitioner has the burden of proving

the grounds raised in the petition by a clear and convincing evidence.  Tenn. Code

Ann. § 40-30-210(f) (1997).  After a hearing, the trial court found that petitioner’s

counsel did “an exceptionally good job” in handling the plea and that his

representation was well within the range of competence demanded of a ttorneys in

criminal cases under Baxter v. Rose, 523 S.W.2d 930 (Tenn. 1975).   The trial court

also found that the  petitioner entered his guilty pleas with a clear understanding of

his constitutional rights and of the consequences of pleading guilty and that the pleas

were entered voluntarily.   We have reviewed the record on appeal and the

applicable law.  In this instance, the petitioner has not carried his burden.  The

evidence in the record is more than sufficient to support the conclusions of the trial

court.

A more lengthy opinion in this matter would be of no precedential

value, and no error of law which requires reversal is apparent on the record.

Therefore, we affirm the trial court’s denial of the petitioner’s request for post-

conviction relief  pursuant to Rule 20 of the Rules of the Tennessee Court of Criminal

Appeals.  
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CURW OOD W ITT, Judge
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______________________________
JOE G. RILEY, JR., Judge
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